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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rue 
(US 6,048,129). 

Regarding claim 1, Rue ('129) teaches a rubber access mat (See FIG-12, #10 
and col. 6, II. 12-21.), comprising: a rubber slab having opposed side edges defining a 
width and opposed end edges defining a length (See FIGs 12 and 1, #10 and col. 6, II. 
12-21.); 
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a rigidifying grid of reinforcing wire embedded within the rubber slab and 
consisting of a plurality of parallel spaced wires extending between the opposed side 
edges for most of the width of the rubber slab and a plurality of parallel spaced wires 
extending between the opposed end edges for most of the length of the rubber slab 
(See FIG-12 and 2 and col. 6, //. 12-21 and col. 3, //. 63-67, parallel spaced wire #16 
and #14 extending between the sides and end edges.)] however, fails to expressly 
disclose the reinforcing wire being not less than number ten gauge wire. 



However, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time Applicant's invention was made through routine optimization to vary the 
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dimensions of the wires in order provide a mat that has the desired mechanical strength 
and is suitable for use as a mat. Furthermore, Applicant has not disclosed any criticality 
as to any particular geometric dimension of the wire. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time Applicant's invention was made to provide a mat with the above dimensions 
and spacing in order to provide a mat suitable for the intended use. 

Regarding claim 2, Rue ('129) teaches the mat discussed above, however, fails 
to expressly disclose wherein the wire is steel. 

However, Rue ('129) teaches wherein the reinforcing wire is made of metal (See 
col. 2, II. 57-61.) for the purpose holding together the rubber members (See col. 2, II. 57- 
61 .). Furthermore, it is well known to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
Applicant's invention was made that steel is a type of metal and steel is a widely used 
reinforcing material. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time Applicant's invention was made to use steel as a reinforcing material in order to 
hold the rubber members together. 

Regarding claim 3, Rue ('129) teaches wherein the rubber slab is made from 
recycled vehicular tires (See col. 3, //. 66-67.): 

Regarding claim 4, Rue ('129) teaches wherein the wires extending between the 
opposed side edges and the wires extending between the opposed end edges are the 
same gauge of wire (See FIG-1 wherein #16 are clearly of the same gauge wire.). 

Regarding claim 5, Rue ('129) teaches wherein the wires extending between the 
opposed side edges and the wires extending between the opposed end edges are the 
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different gauges of wire (See FIG-1 wherein #16 and #14 are clearly of different 
gauges.). 

Regarding claim 6, Rue ( 4 129) teaches wherein the wires extending between the 
opposed side edges and the wires extending between the opposed end edges have the 
same relative spacing (See FIGs 12 and 1 wherein #16 have the same spacing since 
they are the same mats oriented transversely to each other). 

Regarding claim 7, Rue ('129) teaches wherein the wires extending between the 
opposed side edges and the wires extending between the opposed end edges have 
different relative spacing (See FIGs 1 and 12 wherein #14 and #16 have different 
spacing.). 

Regarding claims 8-10, Rue ('129) teaches the mat discussed above, however, 
fails to expressly disclose wherein the wires extending between the opposed side edges 
have a number six/(ten) gauge and a relative spacing of approximately two inches and 
the wires extending between the opposed end edges have a number three/(six)/(ten) 
gauge and a relative spacing of approximately three/(two) inches. 

However, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time Applicant's invention was made through routine optimization to vary the 
dimensions and spacing of the wires in order provide a mat that has the desired 
mechanical strength and is suitable for use as a mat. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time Applicant's invention was made to provide a mat with the above dimensions 
and spacing in order to provide a mat suitable for the intended use. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brent T. O'Hern whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
0496. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday -Thursday, 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rena Dye can be reached on (571) 272-3186. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Brent T O'Hern 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1794 
September 30, 2007 



NASSER AHMAD 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



